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The Third Macedonian War, which ended the Antigonid dynasty and the aura of promise which fol-
lowed the declaration at the Isthmus in 196, came about not because Perseus had inherited the war
from Philip, or because the new Macedonian King deliberately sought conflict with Rome. Rather,
the war was caused by the atmosphere of mutual distrust which had arisen between Philip and the
Senate after the hostilities with Antiochus and which continued to grow on the accession of Perseus,
whom the Senate immediately regarded with suspicion. The policies of Perseus were not calculated
to foster enmity with Rome, but they were not always pursued with tact. They affected Rome's influ-
ence in Greece and, of greater importance, the position of Eumenes of Pergamum. Inevitably, the
Senate was more ready to listen to Eumenes than a monarch who was, in their view, perfidious, bel-
ligerent and too independent for their liking.

Polybius believed that Perseus inherited the war from his father, Philip, comparing it with
Philip II's projected invasion of Persia and Alexander’s realisation of it.! Whether Philip was plan-
ning a war or not, Perseus did inherit the suspicions of the Senate.? During the war with Antiochus,
Philip had been an exceptionally accommodating ally, providing financial and logistical supporrt,
building bridges and roads, and escorting the Roman forces in their passage through Thrace. He had
turned down an alliance with Antiochus and even allowed his people to fight for the Romans if they
wished to.” After the war, however, Philip's desire to re-secure Macedon upset the Roman settlement
which had drawn the Macedonian boundary along the old royal road to Paroreia in Thrace. Outside
of this zone were two cities of the Thracian Chersonesus, Aenus and Maronea, which were, among
others, intended to act as buffers between Eumenes and Philip. The Macedonian King, aware that
this wide and ostensibly independent area of land would provide an easy entry point for the Thracian
tribesmen, and believing the cities to rightfully belong to him, seized and occupied them.*
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Philip had also received parts of Thessaly, Perrhaebia and Athamania by the treaty which
ended the war with Antiochus, during which it was tacitly understood that whatever he captured
from the Aetolians he would be allowed to keep.’ Thus he considered these northern Greek cities
his, since many of them had previously been under Aetolian control, while these cities claimed that
since they had been absorbed by the Aetolians and were originally independent, they should not be
Macedonian possessions. Keen to be released, therefore, they complained to Romfz in 186-5 and
did not exclude a full report of the seizure of the Thracian cities by Philip, a fact which was repeat-
ed by the envoys from Pergamum.” Eumenes had fought against Philip in the Second Macedoman
War and certainly retained a measure of distrust which was exacerbated by the occupation of Aenus
and Maronea, which he felt should be his as they were 'appendages’ to Lysimacheia and the
Chersonese which he had received after Apamea.* More importantly, he was a trusted and volun-
tary ally of Rome, while Philip had found his alliance forced upon him by his defc:at in %97. Itis
very likely that the Pergamene embassy’s corroboration persuaded the Romans to investigate the
matter further by sending a commission headed by Q. Caecilius Metellus.’

At the Tempe conference Philip faced a barrage of charges from his Thessalian, Athamanian,
and Perrhaebian accusers. After Cynoscephalae, they said, he had shown 'poor character' by s?ck—
ing Thessalian cities before returning them, and by ‘enslaving’ five hundred young Thtssahans
They also charged that Philip had diverted trade away from Phthian Thebes to ngetnas, acity in
his possession, which he denied on the grounds that he could not be held responsible for tbe deci-
sions of merchants. There were objections about Aenus and Maronea, as well as more lurid accu-
sations: he had arranged the assassination of some Thessalian ambassadors while journeying to meet
Flamininus, a situation which perhaps recalled memories of the First Illyrian War. Philip answel:ed
this by remarking ironically on the number of envoys bearing complaints about him to Rome which
had not been attacked.' Met with objections which he regarded as unfair and ludicrous, :fr?d prob-
ably designed to hem him in, he was unable to control his temper. Livy reported that Philip,

carried away by anger...added that the sun of all his days had not yet gone down, — a men-
acing statement that the Romans, as well as the Thessalians, took as a threat..."

The Tempe decision, brokered by the Romans, was little short of a direct attempt to weakeg Philip:
the harsh terms handed down by the commissioner required him to remove the Macedomaq gar-
risons in the occupied cities, and more damaging, to be restricted to the ancient bogndanes? of
Macedonia, the exact opposite of Philip's policy. This judgment was so vague that complaints against
Macedon were essentially invited.” Philip did not make an immediate effort to evacuate the disput-
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ed cities, but while the Thessalians could be ignored, in the final analysis Fumenes, the person most
affected by Philip's occupation of Aenus and Maronea, could not. With the demise of a friendly
Antiochus the Great, he underwrote the status quo in the Hellespont-Asia Minor area.”

The diplomatic bickering between Rome and Macedon worsened as Philip continued to argue
for his right to the Thracian cities - what right did Eumenes have to them, when they were not hand-
ed to him after Apamea? He complained bitterly about the Romans’ attempt to remove territory
which he believed had been granted by them to begin with. He had been helpful during the war with
Antiochus and expected to be rewarded, not chastised. His appeals were in vain; Aenus and Maronea
were to be independent.” But Philip, forced from Thessaly and now from Thrace (and "extremely
annoyed, because he regarded his kingdom as being now curtailed on every side") was determined
to have the last word. He introduced a band of Thracian mercenaries into Maronea by night to
slaughter the inhabitants (184)." Philip told the legate Appius Claudius that he was not responsible,
but the Roman simply replied that he "and his colleagues...required to hear no defence, for they were
well aware of what had happened, and who was the cause of it." Philip also confided in his chief
friends, Apelles and Philocles, that he was now “clearly conscious that his quarrel with Rome had
become serious, and that it could no longer be concealed." Despite these feelings, he continued to
pursue his policy of strengthening the borders of Macedon in ways which would irritate Eumenes
and the Romans. He offered military help to Byzantium, which was threatened by the Thracians but
uncomfortably close to Pergamum. He pushed for an alliance with the Bastarnae, a Danubian tribe
who were intended to migrate west, eliminate the troublesome Dardanians and settle on their land
as a friendly border tribe, a policy which would return to haunt Perseus. Philip also went after the
Thracians, even founding a new city which he named Perseis for his heir (182). But he created dis-
sent by transporting people en masse from the coast to the Paconian frontier, 'Macedonising' the
Axius valley, and replacing the coastal population with Thracians who would be loyal to him alone -
a worrying thought for Fumenes."”

Philip, quickly realising that his recent actions would not endear him to the Senate, sent his son
Demetrius to Rome, where he was known and liked, to defend Macedonian interests.”® It soon
became clear that Demetrius was a beneficiary of Roman favour and goodwill: perhaps they saw him
as a second Eumenes, a pliable client. Philip was angry when one of his sons whom he had sent to
exonerate him, became a Roman favourite, and when a new commission sent to Macedon to inves-
tigate once more the matter of the occupied cities impertinently told the king that he owed all his
‘'good fortune' to his son.” Demetrius increasingly became the man of the moment in Rome.
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Flamininus, in a policy which was to have disastrous consequences, apparendy suggest'ec‘l to
Demetrius that the Romans intended him to be next in line for the Macedoma‘n throlne. Flamininus
was presumably not acting without the approval of the Senatc'a,’u a.nd with thli approach to
Demetrius, Roman policy moved from ‘petty persecution' to outright mtefft?rence: The nascent
rift in the Antigonid family widened, and was further increaseﬁi wf}en Flammmusz(zilspatched alet-
ter to Philip asking him to send Demetrius and a number of his frlends- to Rome. It was not long
before this fracture developed into open conflict in the family. Some hlst‘onans suggested that the
blame for Demetrius’ subsequent demise lay with Philip and Perseus; but in fact the Romans them-
selves shouldered a large portion of the responsibility.”’

After a purification of the Macedonian army Perseus was invited toa dinner given by his broth-
er. Declining, he sent a spy, who was detected and beaten.’ Demetrius, dx.'unk and angry, took a
group of friends to Perseus' house, but nothing came of it. Th_e following morning, however,
Perseus accused his brother of an attempt on his life, and Demetrius apparently tolFI 11.15 compan-
ion, Didas, that he was contemplating fleeing to Rome (182).* With u'nfortunate timing, a letter
purporting to be from Flamininus arrived in which the Roman d1§connected himself from
Demetrius' apparent "desire to rule."” The authenticity of' the lett-er is doubtful,‘ax.ld was evex(;
thought to be a forgery in antiquity,” but real or not, Demetrius had listened to Flammmus.and ha
not told his father of the Roman intrigue. It is difficult to gauge the extent of the Rorr}an interfer-
ence, but the opportunity to destroy "the power of Macedox? with one bo}d blow was, it seems, t00
good to miss.” Unfortunately, the Senate's clumsy policy ruined Demetpus: on ;l;le evidence before
him, Philip made his decision and Demetrius was murdered at Herecleia (181).

Philip died shortly after his son, and Perseus, succeeding with .little trouble, imfnediatefy sent
envoys to Rome to renew the ¢1ara (179).” But he would soon be in troub!e, for vay caught half
of the truth when he claimed that Philip "would have urged...war himself, if he had'h‘.red longer.
Livy grasped the sense of Philip's frustration and anger with the Romans, though it is perhaps a
stretch to claim that Philip was overtly planning a conflict.” Philip had good reason to strengthen
his kingdom, as the Senate had consistently tried to weaken Mracedon by ar.bltratxon before‘ Fh(}y
finally resorted to intrigue and open interference. It appeared as if Rome, having hemmed Philip in
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by ruling against him in Thrace and Northern Greece (and, more insidiously, by attempting to split
the Macedonian royal family), was planning Philip's destruction.® To the Romans, of course,
Philip's northern policy, which did not threaten them directly, did portend a stronger Macedon
which could tap into the Balkan manpower reserves and which had already shown itself belligerent
on two occasions, a menace to Eumenes, and interested in territorial acquisition in Northern
Greece. These misgivings combined with the disastrous murder of the Roman candidate for the
Macedonian throne and Philip's less than delicate arbitration to produce an aura of distrust which

continued unabated in Roman reladons with Perseus and played no small part in the initiation of
the Third Macedonian War in 171.2

Even had it not been for their suspicion of him, Perseus pursued a number of policies bound
to aggravate the Romans. Before he could really establish himself, the new king was, ironically,
almost an immediate victim of one of his father's plans. The Bastarnae, perhaps ignorant of their
sponsor's death, had crossed the Danube and set out for Dardanian territory. The hapless
Dardanians dispatched an embassy to Rome which connected Perseus to the disturbances: they
reported that while they feared the Bastarnae, they were more terrified of the King himself; the
Thessalians volunteered to corroborate the Dardanian reports. ‘This was not calculated to improve
matters between Rome and Perseus, and while the Senate delivered a warning to abide by the treaty,
a commission was sent which, even though it decided nothing, "observed that Macedonia was
strongly fortified and had abundant war material" (176-175).* A later annalistic tradition found in
Livy asserted that the sponsored action of the Bastarnae was intended to form a springboard for a
Macedonian invasion of Italy.* Such fears during the Second Punic War had provided justification
for Roman intervention in Greece (the First Macedonjan War), but at this juncture they were cer-
tainly a fabrication.” The closing years of Philip's reign provided this paranoia, with apparent cred-
ibility, and Livy linked the fear of an imminent war with Perseus and the Bastarnae.*

Perseus also indulged in a number of other activities which increased the simmering suspicion
at Rome. He continued Philip's policy of buttressing the Thracian border by expelling one
Abrupolis, who unfortunately turned out, in later traditjon at any rate, to be a 'friend’ of the
Romans.” To the south Polybius described Perseus' actions as “intriguing in Greece” but they were
rather directed at strengthening Macedon. He issued an amnesty to exiled debtors, pardoning peo-
ple convicted or suspected of treason and even generously offering the restoration of property to all
exiles. He posted these proclamations at Delos and Delphi, providing wide publicity. Rome sup-
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ive ari i . ionary' measures threatened to
ported the conservative aristocrats in Greece and Perseus' 'revolutionary

subvert the status quo.”
There was worse to come. Massinissa (perhaps falsely) reported tha't Pefseusl hmi sent ax;
bassy to Carthage, and though this was probably only intended to establish friendly relations, i
:vrzrlls 2syrtainly "injudic;ious. "# In addition, the Dolopi, under Macedonian cgntrol, now cre(;;etzdt :’33;
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ing that Rome and not Macedon should be the.xr‘ar Perseus
Eﬁ:thgﬁﬁzzg;ﬁg a punitive expedition against them, explalmzllg tcc)l tgle inquisitive S:rg;:szfllsat ;;z
i i j d, besides, they had murdered their governor.
e Aeapeii ) g SUb]eC_tS end. ’ d stable Macedon to the Greeks, also
ture which, perhaps intended to showha strong and stabl edon T :
mf;ie ieg(;fx'::ely that impression to Rome - which did not wish to see it. Having .som:v;tialhg;)ous sglr;x
g?es (E)n his mind" he travelled to Delphi with his army in full atte.ndance, which, v Ti rz:;; mg
ﬁo treaty, was unexpected and aroused further suspicion.* On his return throug ess ind
Phthiotic’ Achaea he sent out letters or agents "to ask that the pe:l)ple should no longer remem|
the quarrels that had existed between them and his father” (174).
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bla;ned, even though he had had little to do with the problem.
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Greece was almost certainly as offensive to Eumenes as it was to the Romans, and threatened to iso-
late the Pergamene from his patrons.

Eumenes' fears had been heightened by another Hellenistic expediency which was once again
intended to strengthen Macedonian standing. While the degree of malice in Perseus' actions was
doubtful, his poor diplomatic choice was somewhat blatant and, historically at least, was too close
for comfort. He proceeded to make an alliance with Prusias IT of Bithynia and Seleucus IV, the new
King of Syria, who gave his daughter to Perseus in marriage. Since Perseus had only a small navy
and Seleucus was not permitted by treaty to sail past Cape Sarpedon, the Rhodians offered to trans-
port Perseus’ new bride, Laodice, themselves, and went on to hold a grand naval review, "the fact
being that a vast quantity of timber for ship-building had been presented to them by Perseus.” The
king made lavish displays of his own, presenting gold to the upper-deck rowers on the boat which
bore Laodice (178).” It did not require a fertile imagination to link this new entente with the ‘Syro-
Macedonian Pact' between Philip V and Antiochus, and the Rhodian connection threatened a pro-
Macedonian navy - a potential threat to Rome's settlements after Cynoscephalae and the war with
Antiochus. Matters were not improved by the great number of embassies which arrived to con-
gratulate Perseus on his new marriage and the gift of his daughter to Prusias, son of the king who
had sheltered Hannibal after the defeat of Antiochus (184-182).*

The actions of Perseus had so far been intended as a sequel to Philip's policy of reviving
Macedonian strength. Unlike Philip, Perseus was not given to angry threats or the slaughter of
civilians, but in his attempted rapprochments he fell afoul of the pro-Roman party in Achaea, and
of Eumenes of Pergamum, who felt threatened by a resurgent Macedon. In Greece, the Achaean
politician Callicrates claimed that Perseus' intention was clearly "to make an alliance, whereby the
treaty with Rome, on which our whole future is based, would be violated."* Callicrates succeeded
in turning the League towards Rome and away from an alliance with Macedon (175), and Roman
influence, bolstered by the removal of pro-Macedonian Achaeans, grew to the point that 2 Roman
envoy was able to illegally summon the Achaean League Assembly on a whim.* The concerns of
the ant-Roman party for the continued internal “independence” and security of the Achaean
League were seemingly borne out by later events in Boiotia, where elements of that League had
shown themselves well-disposed to Perseus, who made a treaty with them.” Recognising that a pro-
Macedonian Greece would be a serious encumbrance if a war with Macedon became a reality, the
Romans launched a diplomatic offensive under Q. Marcius Philippus to ensure the primacy of the
pro-Roman party. By taking advantage of 'separatist impulses’ and by insisting that each city should

7 Polyb. 25.4 ff; Livy, 42.12.1.
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the mission split the Boiotian League into its component parts and thus
ar credibility of the Macedonians there (171).7
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G PO}(Y)b: 2'7‘2;;‘ l‘;y ;f ésu_:;’e&;:) ﬁ:&:ﬁ:ﬁ; ' pe_ 859; cf. Syll.3 646, Austin 78; Badian, Foreign Clientelae, p. 95; App. Mac
"Les Origines de la ]
9.11.1, on Perseus' ‘nearness to the Greeks. v -
= Walbank, ‘The Causes of the Third Macedonian War: Some Recent Views,’ p. 94.

* Livy, 42.11.1.

¥ App. Mac. 9.11.1.

* Livy 42.11-13; Plut. Aem. Paul. 8.5.
 Livy 42.11-13; App. Mac. 9.11.2.

42.13.1 & p. 503 n. (Peng\lm ~)a . 42.40.1-2.
ley 131 P 0 8 A ed.); cf. 42
for the treaty, mnter 38‘1‘181), cf. Gruen, The S“PPOSCd Alliance Between Rome and P hl-hp V of Macedon, passum; L“?

i i i ' p. 48,
42.13.1; the class issue: Gruen, 'Class Conflict and the Third Macedf)man Wa;, pPa o
® L1vy 4’12 17.2 & 42.40.1-2; Green, Alexander to Actium, p. 427; Reiter, Aemilius Paullus, p.
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the Senate to beware of a youthfu i
. : youthful enemy so highly esteemed and so near to them."
were considered important enough to be inscribed and set up at Delphi (172—17?;11)."5‘2 e charges

pose('irtlf 1li\i;lt::r:le(tioruan envoys did not stand a chance, not only because the Senate was more dis-
I :C ;efinés]ie;ll glrl:rtt%in (J)\r/;e ofi whlom they were already suspicious, but also because
: e Macedonians were not even allowed rtuni
their accuser face-to-face, and thei od the Seas S
el i ir subsequent loss of patience angered the S L

picion was cast on Perseus by the "assassination att " . clohi. o

Dt e e empt” on Eumenes at Delphi, whilst on his wa
g in Italy, why not well-aimed rocks in Greece?"* ,

. e?"* The Cretan E
who apparently perpetrated the crime, reappeared at Perseus' court. The rumour oanu‘r,ZrelS:::

death reached Rome, and Valerins b h i i
R Stayed;;oug t back a certain Delphian named Praxo, at whose house

b bf;ix;s:;s }r,:ﬁ::sd lt)hotlaus‘l:imtder of Eun;le‘ne; with ease.” He had armies, not to be directed at Rome
o protect his kingdom; besides, the R, ’
b ‘ : g , omans let others (f

thtn:;te;)i ::;:Eearggleos. He l;?ddat(,:ted against Abrupolis in self-defence after an attack o(nolgai}:;:&lﬁ?
p1ans had been an internal matter and, in an i :

s y case, they had tortu -

;zx;g;dto ‘deat}:i He had ‘expelle.d. the murderers of Arthetaurus when Zhe; s:))u hrte(ilg:rigoy
ambass(;g::;sa;d had pl;ioxflded military aid' to the Byzantines against others, not Rime (an(;l hl:;
s bassadlor a c?:tlen advised RQme about it). As for the poisoning charges, they were quite absurd
up with an exhortation to the Senate "not to make nearness, sobriety and preparadot;

causes for complaint,' since it would not do f
] , or the S ! i i
Eumenes."” But the Senate had already made up its minsfmte D e

Fro L L
o ::3 ::uf) (l,)::‘:,e?jn (;::; crlr;s &Iz):ltgl;lgeine;i ;h; rlgasons which the Senate provided for their
1 : ; oman cominission, i

;Z[;(s)ztuzdar‘;:igggztsm Pre;txﬁrauons for war in Macedonia, and the news of’cfxzuP:;fignEZ"t}l;Zn]ffl;%

poreus and Ge matu}fe hedIllynan supporte'd their agcount.“" Eumenes was prevaricating when he

o o oenate that he | a nodRer_sonal gain fl.'OIItl his accusations; he was, in fact, the chief advo-

e o war with e on, and it is certam.ly significant that Roman suspicion did not seem to boil
until he came to the Senate in 172. Cato slyly noted that he was "an excellent man

“ App. Mac. 9, 11, 2.
“ Syll.3 643, Austin 76; L&R 71.
© Livy 42.14.1; App. Mac. 9.11.3; Plut. Aei
; App. . 9.11.3; m. Paul. 23.3-4; Adams, i i !
e Ay e 211 o , 'Perseus and the Third Macedonian War,' pp. 244-245 & 252.

1 15- . A H
: Livy :; 15-17 ff; App Mac. 9.11.4; Diod. Sic. 29.34.2, Shuckburgh, A History of Rome, pp. 504-505
; vy 42.41.1 ff. - during a meeting with Q. M. Philippus; App. Mac. 9.11.6 ff. o ‘
App. Mac. 9.11.5-7; Livy 42.42.2. A
L]
App. Mac. 9.11.5; see once again Syll.3 643, Austin 76; L&R 71

® Livy 42.18.1 & 42. ; ' E
ivy 42.25.1 & 42.26.1; Walbank, "The Causes of the Third Macedonian War: Some Recent Views,' p. 93;

Scullard, A History of the Roman World 5 i
b orld, p. 268; Burn, History of Greece, p. 381; Badian, Foreign Clientelae, p. 95; cf.

Greg Fisher The Road to Pydna 47

and a friend of Rome...but the animal known as King is by nature carnivorous."™ Accustomed to
vilifying Macedonians, he skillfully took Macedonia's anti-Pergamum stance and transformed it
into an anti-Roman one.” Interested in the Hellespont region, he was threatened by the new ties
between Perseus, Seleucus and Prusias, as well as Perseus’ attempts to win Rhodes onto his side;
Rhodes had been a stalwart friend of Rome during the Second Macedonian War, but not always the
best of friends with Pergamum. Eumenes' apparent involvement in the assassinadon of Seleucus
IV —and his rapport with Antiochus Epiphanes—certainly suggests that he wanted Pergamum and
Syria in alliance, and Perseus threatened this.” ‘Though it is difficult to be sure about Senatorial
matters at this time, vacillations in Roman politics probably also played a role. The demand of C.
Popilius and P. Aelius, the consuls for 172, that Macedonia be declared a province, even though it
was still officially a friend, do suggest a certain amount of war-mongering. C. Cassius Longinus,
consul in 171, called for Macedonia as his province, but was so frustrated to receive Italy that he
attempted to reach Macedon through Illyria.”

The war, which ended in the battle at Pydna in 168, destroyed the Antigonids and any sem-
blance of the leniency which followed Cynoscephalae.™ Perseus adorned the celebration of Aemilius
Paullus and languished in an Italian jail for the remainder of his days. Ultimately it is hard to resist
Appian's sober conclusion that

the Senate, in reality because they did not choose to have on their flank a sober-minded,
benevolent King, an hereditary enemy to themselves, attaining eminence so suddenly, but
ostensibly on the grounds of Eumenes' allegations, decided to make war on Perseus.”

From the Roman point of view, it is possible that Perseus’ alliance with Seleucus did threaten
a "coalition of kings" and perhaps reminded them of Philip V and Antiochus. Contacting Carthage
was certainly a diplomatic blunder (if it happened), and while Perseus' policies in Greece threatened
Roman control there it cannot be convincingly argued that Italy was ever at risk. What did threat-
en Rome was the possibility of a Greece controlled by Macedon, where the pro-Romans like
Callicrates might be submerged and where the Greeks would send their embassies to Pella and not
the Curia.” In the years that followed the visit of Eumenes, Perseus showed his commitment to
peace on several occasions, sending three embassies to Rome, offering reparations, proposing to
end the war on favourable terms after the Romans had suffered a significant cavalry defeat, and even
falling for the blatant duplicity of a truce put forward by Q. Marcius Philippus, who knew well that

70 Plut. Cat. Mai. 8.7-8; Livy, 42.11.2-3 & of. 42.29.1; Gruen, 'Class Contflict,’ p. 47.

71 Adams, 'Perseus and the Third Macedonian War,' p. 251.

72 Green, Alexander to Actium, pp. 426-428; Reiter, Aemilius Paullus, p. 128; Adams, "Perseus and the Third Macedonian
War,' pp. 246-247; later Rhodian-Pergamene enmity: cf. Polyb. 27.7.

73 Livy 42.9-10 & 43.1.4-12; Walbank, "The Causes of the Third Macedonian ‘War: Some Recent Views,' p. 93; Adams,
"Perseus and the Third Macedonian War,' p. 249; cf. Badian, Roman Tmperialism in the Late Republic, pp. 10-11

74 see Gruen, ‘Macedonia and the Settlement of 167 BC,' pp- 257 ff.

75 App. Mac. 9.11.2-3.
76 Reiter, Aemilius Paullus, p. 129; Adams, 'Perseus and the Third Macedonian War," pp. 247-248.
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the Romans had no intention of cancelling hostilities: they were simply not ready (171).” An even
more abject example of Roman double-dealing came soon afterwards, when the Ma
€nvoys, sent to secure peace, were ke

that they were seen and rebuffed, th

cedonian
pt waiting in Rome until the last possible minute. By the time
€ army was on its way.™

The real crime of Perseus was to try and act as Rome's equal, and to cement the inde-
pendence of Macedonia. He did not inherit the war, and certainly did not plan one. He never once

indulged in a policy which was seriously anti-Roman, but he trod on the Senate's toes in Greece,
suggested the spectre of an independent Balkan power, threatened Eumenes in the East, and, by the
time of Eumenes' visit in 172

with a stack of flimsy pretexts, he could not be tolerated.” The star-
tling defamation of Perseus in the Roman tradition as expressed by Livy provides us with a2 mon-
ster whom Rome could legi

timately fight, but what we know of Perseus proves that he was not
demented, was not merciless, and certainly did not drive Rome to war.

him from the start as a result of the activities of Philip and the murde
what they wanted to believe when Eumenes addressed them in 172.F
Perseus did not have any choice in the matter.

* The Senate, suspicious of
r of Demetrius, merely saw
' From that point onwards

7 Polyb. 27.8; Livy, 42.39-43; Adams,

‘Perseus and the Third Macedonian War,'
Late Republic,
93,

p- 256; Badian, Roman Imperialism in the
p- 3; Walbank, Philip V; pp. 226-227; Walbank, 'A Note on the

Embassy of Q. Marcius Philippus,’ pp. 91-
™ Walbank, A Note on the Embassy of Q. Marcius Philippus,' p. 93.

? ¢f. Plut. Aem. Paul. 7.2-3; Walbank, ‘The Causes of the Third Macedonian War: Some Recent Views,' p. 94.
* Livy 42.25.1-13; Plut. Aem. Paul. 8, 6-7; Reiter,

Aemilius Paullus, pp. 81-87; cf,, entertainingly, Plut. Arat. 54, 3; Edson,
"Perseus and Demetrius,' p. 202.
* Walbank, "The Causes of the Third Macedonian War: Some Recent Views,' p. 94.
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